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that of course does not explain how they came to be rising.
Retrogression is, as we have seen, the normal tendency of
mankind, but
'given that degradation of culture has taken place on an
immense scale, how is advance in culture to be accounted
for? . . . The study of the conditions that decide when
and where cultural advances are made is one of the most
important that men can pursue; for when the problem is
solved we shall be able so to order our society as to realize
the fullest possibilities of development of mankind5 (W. J.
Perry, The Growth of Civilization^ p. 125).
It is often assumed that decay is always due to the dead
hand of conservatism, and it is of course the fact that religious
or political theories which involve a belief in the infallibility
of the ancients must lead to decay; we cannot stand still for
long, and if we are not allowed to go forward we must go
backward.   It is less often realized, on the other hand, that
decay of culture can be brought about even more rapidly by
breaking away from the past; by the belief that we could and
should go back to nature, shaking off the burden of tradition
and all that it entails, and living and developing in the
innocent freedom of primitive man.  People who think like
this fail to realize that man became man by getting away from
nature, and that it is unnatural not merely to cook food and
wear clothes, but to read and write, and even to speak.  We
learn these arts not from nature, but. from tradition.  The
belief that primitive man was wiser and better than we are is
really a symptom of degeneration, of 'that degeneration of
democratic theory which imagines that there is a peculiar
inspiration in the opinions of the ignorant* (John Buchan,
Augustus* p. 340).  Ignorance is the leading characteristic
of the savage, ignorance not merely of the arts of civilization,
but of hygiene, of biology, and of the laws of nature «

